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1 Guillaume  Marche,  Sexuality,  Subjectivity,  and  LGBTQ  Militancy  in  the  United  States.
Translated by Katharine Throssell. Preface by Michel Wieviorka.
2 Amsterdam University Press, 2019. Pp. 200. ISBN: 9789048528646.
3 Constantine Chatzipapatheodoridis
4 Guillaume  Marche’s  Sexuality,  Subjectivity,  and  LGBTQ  Militancy  in  the  United  States
explores  the  evolution  of  the  LGBTQ movement  in  America  through the  three  key
strands, as previewed in the book’s title: namely, sexuality, subjectivity, and militancy.
Straight-forward and positively minimal in style,1 Marche’s work is recapitulative of
the  history  of  LGBTQ  activism  as  this  originated  and  climaxed  in  America’s  queer
capitals, such as New York and San Francisco. The writer’s premise is built around the
notion that participation in the movement has nested not only in the power of the
movement to create a sense of communal bonding and foster hope for a just future, but,
primarily,  in  those  aspects  that  encourage  participants  to  channel  individual
expression as well as sexual pleasure into it. As the book’s main argument underlines,
sexuality  and  individuality  are  the  core  values  that  have  fervently  nurtured  the
movement and, due to that, should continue to do so despite contradictions from the
movement itself to keep overt sexual expression at bay, even at times conceal and curb
it, in favor of a more assimilationist profile that does not risk equating narratives of
queer promiscuity and aberrance with its overall  cause of acceptance and visibility.
What  is  traced  here  is  a  connection  between  what  the  writer  identifies  as  an
institutionalization and normalization of the movement and its gendered identities in
order for them to come across as more akin to a heteronormative model of identity-
understanding, as wells a decline in activist efficacy and a desexualization of a cultural
movement whose origins have been embedded in sexuality—a paradox, indeed.
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5 With  the  main  idea  focusing  on  this  internal  oscillation  of  the  American  LGBTQ
movement, Marche goes on to establish that the expression of queer sexuality has been
toned down and, as a result,  the militancy and effectiveness of the movement have
been mitigated. The writer draws from the movement’s history to elaborate on how
much more radical activism has been when sexual expression is at work, as opposed to
those phases of abeyance when integrationist models take over and compromise—in
the  sense  that  only  certain  groups  benefit  from  enfranchisement  and  gain  socio-
economic power—is interpreted as progress. An example brought here is the opposing
nature  of  the  1950s  and  early  1960s  homophile  movement  with  the  emerging  gay
liberation  movement  of  the  late  1960s;  while  the  former  opted  for  a  more  tactful
approach  that  would  smooth  the  community’s  way  into  social  equity,  the  latter,
blooming in the premises of a highly sexualized bar culture, took to the streets and
flaunted queerness at mainstream America (32). With similar examples given around
the topics of HIV/AIDS, lesbian radicalism, and gay male sexuality, to mention just a
few, the writer reveals a tidal-like motion in the movement’s policy that sways in a
fluctuating manner from sexualized to desexualized and from political  to apolitical.
Most importantly perhaps, to make these examples more palpable, Marche does not
simply rely on historical truths or trivia around LGBTQ activism and its theatrics, but
invites into his study individuals who have actively participated in the movement and
share their private stories here, thus simultaneously corroborating the writer’s thesis
and embodying the ethos of the political personhood the 1960s movements exalted.
6 Other noteworthy points that Marche raises regard the relationship of the American
LGBTQ  paradigm  with  other  national  models,  as  well  as  long-established  debates
permeating its objectives and causes.  The writer touches upon the fact that the US
movement  has  become  an  emulative  model  for  other  global  movements,  briefly
extending on Dennis Altman’s detailed study on the movement’s impact worldwide.2
However, Marche attempts to lay emphasis on those aspects of the US movement that
are less visible and audible to its emulators, including those private stories that make it
unique as well as America’s sociopolitical idiosyncrasies. Furthermore, in the book it is
underlined that marriage has been a priority of the American movement since it aligns
with the normative relationship model that favors monogamy, which has in fact been
an internal conflict between the leftist and the lobbyist side of the LGBTQ movement.
With the argument being under constant debate ever since the movement emerged
into  the  mainstream,  Marche  offers  his  readers  the  opportunity  to  reassess  the
movement’s objectives and priorities, and see how marriage has been a long-fought
battle of the community—mainly, the gay and lesbian members of it, to be precise—to
gain recognition.  Last  but  not  least,  the writer  pays attention to the inventive and
radical  ways  activist  groups  have  employed  sexuality  to  challenge  preconceived
notions around queerness or simply attract more attention to their cause of visibility.
While examples include already known cases, such as those of ACT UP, the Sisters of
Perpetual Indulgence, or Radicalesbians, it is still interesting to see how radical their
approaches are even by today’s standards, and the fact that the author incorporates
them into  this  project  contributes  to  their  being  preserved  and  revisited  for  their
militancy.
7 Sexuality, Subjectivity, and LGBTQ Militancy in the United States examines how politicizing
queer sexuality has been effective in practicing LGBTQ advocacy and activism, whereas
deemphasizing it has rendered the movement more of an assimilationist project that is
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bereft of radical potential. Though one might wonder whether a militant approach is
feasible and sustainable in the long run—it is not, as history proves—or whether an
integrationist  approach  deprived  of  the  sexual  flare  stands  on  the  brink  of  the
apolitical—not entirely considering civil and social victories won by the modern LGBTQ
movement—Marche leans toward actions that are both energized with the politics of
queer sexuality and cultivate individual expression. That being said, does the author
ultimately propose any viable reading against this paradox of the movement and the
binaries  of  sexualized/desexualized  and  political/apolitical?  The  study  of  minor,
seemingly  trivial  actions  is  the  key  here.  Marche  argues  how important  individual
actions are, especially those driven by the erotics of desire and emotion, explaining
that  the  study  of  the  apolitical,  the  trivial,  or  the  “subpolitical,”  borrowing  Ulrich
Beck’s  term  (155),  enclose  small  radical  steps  that  can  galvanize  the  movement.
Moreover, the book’s case subjects concentrate around the queer cores of the cities of
San Francisco and New York, which perfectly makes sense since these have been the
birthplaces of the movement and are still referred to as the Gay Meccas of the world.
However,  in order to take the next step forward and account for  a  more spherical
experience  of  the  modern  American  movement,  attention  should  also  be  directed
toward other US cities, including Boston (the writer in fact makes a brief reference
here), Chicago, Atlanta or New Orleans, where the movement has branched out into
local  action.  To  conclude,  Marche’s  book  is  a  thoroughly  researched  and  quite  an
intuitive project that re-shifts focus on queer sexuality, a vital and politically potent
part that LGBTQ activism and policy-making seem to shun. At the same time, it stands
as a well-organized textbook that scholars of gender and sexuality as well as minority
and political studies could utilize in course syllabi or research. 
NOTES
1. Marche’s original work appears in French. The translation of this book was done by Katharine
Throssell.
2. For more on this topic consider Dennis Altman’s The End of  the Homosexual?  (University of
Queensland Press, 2013).
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